THE FRUITS OF IMPERIALISM     8?

thrown upon India, and was seconded by Mr. isrs.
Gladstone, the majority for the Government rather
increased than diminished. Against Mr. Whit-
bread's motion it was 101; against Mr. Fawcett's
it was 110. Yet even at that moment* when the
policy called Imperialism by its admirers, and
Jingoism by its opponents, was at the height of its
glory and success. Ministers met with an un-
expected rebuff from their own supporters. The
revolt of the Roumelian Mohammedans in the The
Rhodope mountains against their transference toS-antope
a Christian Government had been put down with
much severity by Russian soldiers in 1877. The
consequent distress was represented to be grievous,
and Commissioners from the Great Powers were
sent to ascertain the best method of alleviating it.
The British, the French, the Italian, and the
Turkish Delegates reported that the Russians had
been guilty of abominable crimes, such as disgraced
the Turks and Circassians in Bulgaria. The
German, the Austrian, and the Russian Com-
missioners refused to sign the Report. Excluding
the Russian and the Turk as interested parties,
there was a majority of three to two against
Russia, and the truth of the accusations was thus
left in doubt But the friends of the Turk made
the most of the Rhodope Report, and Sir Henry
Layard,1 when he sent it home, wrote an injudicious
despatch, in which he taunted the Liberal party
with indiffereupe to cruelties inflicted by Christians
upon Mussulmans. For this sneer there was no
excuse. The question was one not of feeling but
of evidence, and the British Commissioner, Consul
Fawcett, was as Turkish in his leanings as Sir
Henry Layard himself. The Government, how-
ever, did what they had not done for the Bulgarians,

1 Mr. Layard liad received tlie Grand Cross of tlie Bath, on the 1st
of June.